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ological disputes these intraethnic distinctions have stimulated, researchers have gone a long way toward dispelling popular images of Mexican Americans as a largely undifferentiated population of farmworkers and urban laborers. Moreover, as recent interdisciplinary publications in Mexican American history have demonstrated, this shift in focus is adding unprecedented clarity and depth to our knowledge of a wide range of historical issues. 1 In many respects, Mario T. Garcia's new book represents an important example of the fruits of the process of reassessment occurring in Mexican American historiography. Seeking to dispute, as he puts it, previous "impressionistic views of those scholars who ... have too quickly classified many Mexican American leaders between the 1930s and 1950s as 'accommodationists' . . . and as people who accepted negative views of themselves as pronounced by a hostile Anglo community," Garcia sets out to prove that the group of political and labor activists he calls the "Mexican American Generation" was "much more complex in its makeup and its goals" (p. 17). Indeed, in Garcia's view, this diverse group laid most of the ideological and organizational foundations for the better-known "Chicano" political protests of the 1960s and Although Garcia is certainly correct that the liberal, "Americanist" ideological orientation he attributes to the "Mexican American Generation" reflected the beliefs of a large (and growing) number of Mexican Americans in the years between 1930 and 1960, his assertion that this perspective defined the dominant "spirit" of a "generation" is problematic in at least two important respects. First, this reasoning tends to oversimplify, and thus to obscure, the actual generational and demographic composition of the ethnic Mexican population between 1930 and 1960. Consequently, the political generation model helps to conceal many of the political and social implications of that complex demographic structure. For example, although Garcia is correct in noting that a majority of the total Mexican-descent population in this period were U.S. -born American citizens, it is important to note that a large number of this group were the first-generation children of Mexican immigrants. Indeed, throughout the period in question immigrants and first-generation Mexican Americans represented a very large percentage of the nation's total "Mexican-stock" population, ranging from at least two-thirds of the total in 1930 to more than 45 percent in 1960.
When the composition of the total Mexican-stock population is viewed in this light, one must at least raise the question of the extent to which the large numbers of first-generation Mexican Americans and resident Mexican immigrants in the United States considered themselves "Americans All." Although Garcia addresses this issue, in part, by noting that his central concern is with the Mexican American political "elite," and not with the "masses" (p. 6), his references to demographic changes and increasing participation in electoral politics seem to imply that the changes influencing political activists were also "trickling down" to other Mexican Americans. Garcia may well be correct in asserting that the views of the political leaders of the Mexican Amer-ican Generation defined the "Zeitgeist" of the era, but to imply that increasing rates of nativity on U.S. soil necessarily reflected the ethnic Mexican population's political socialization or an increasing commitment to liberal democratic principles probably overstates the case. Until we better understand the relationship between leadership and the large and rapidly-growing Mexican American/Mexican immigrant population, and the political implications of potentially important variables such as rates of Mexican immigration and naturalization, patterns of language usage and retention, and the variations in ethnic consciousness these variables help create-points that Garcia only touches upon -the issue of a Mexican American Zeitgeist must at least remain open to question.
The second, related problem inherent in the political generation approach is that the conceptualization tends to flatten and diminish the significance of the various political disputes that clearly did divide Mexican American civil rights and labor activists in the three decades between 1930 and 1960. Indeed, although Garcia notes that members of the Mexican American Generation often "differ[ed] politically and ideologically" (pp. 5-6), in the end, Mexican Americans offers a remarkably consensus interpretation of a particularly contentious era. According to Garcia, Mexican American and Mexican immigrant activists may have disagreed over the most appropriate short-term political tactics and long-term reform strategies, but they generally agreed with the California activist Ignacio Lopez's assessment of the fundamental issue facing Mexican Americans: "They could either accept their second-class status, as many had for almost 100 years and through at least five generations, or they could struggle for equality" (p. 100). Facing this choice, and "sharing common experiences, . . . hopes, and disillusionments" (p. 19), Garcia concludes, "the Mexican American Generation sought broad consensus" (p. 21) in its efforts to achieve equal rights and integration into the political mainstream.
The Garcia's point about the influence of the reform perspective is well taken, but to dismiss as inconsequential the political perspectives of those Mexican American and immigrant activists who dissented -and to ignore their views as to why they dissented (especially during traumatic episodes such as the Depression, "Operation Wetback," and the McCarthy antilabor and antiimmigrant witchhunts of the 1950s)-is to minimize an important facet of Mexican American political history. Garcia is correct in asserting that few activists of this era went so far as to advocate violence or revolution as means to achieve their goals, but one need only note the often fierce debates that occurred then (and continued to occur) among Mexican Americans (and Mexican immigrants) over U.S. immigration and foreign policy, bilingual education and other language issues, and the question of "assimilation" versus "cultural maintenance" (to name but a few of the most divisive issues), to recognize that Mexican American political history since 1930 has been characterized not by consensus, but by protracted and often bitter internal conflict.
These criticisms are not meant to detract from the importance of Garcia's study. Indeed, one measure of the book's contribution to Mexican American historigraphy is that it raises numerous interpretive questions that undoubtedly will help shape future research in this crucial period. Moreover, by exploring the range and development of political thought in this period of unprecedented Mexican American political organization and activism, Garcia has added greatly to our understanding of the persistence of issues that continue to face Mexican Americans and other ethnic minorities in contemporary American society. 
